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We thought the speech was great - great humour and key messages coming
across  we l l -  -

We feel-  that  the content is more understated than is necessary wrt  the
benef i ts.  .  .  and that whi le the negat ive language out Ehere wrt  nuclear
should be highl ighted -  the opportuni ty should be taken to real ly
re - in fo rce  the  pos i t i ve  language we want  to  ins t i l l . . .

Attached are our recommended amends -its probably best if we go through
them on Lhe phone tomorrow if that suits you.

I ' I l  forward the Engagement Research Amends short ly.
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After dinner speech

Nuclear finergl is ? go_ntrq_vqr,sia! subjggt, l!]9 o_','e_o_f thoqg ph.r?qg9 !h?l [fqg _...."'

attractedbtrq.nge.']]otjqll irrna!yp99pL-e'Nq!e!.e!!wqqymg.f-o.[rq'qilqe-!

have I worked in the industry for nearly 30 years. I guess people's reaction to

the words f'nuclea/' have gone beqK Iq li.t_Kq gth !.be_ qtqmjq bpmp qnd lhgif

negative associations with Chernobyl Ind most recently scare stories about

nuclear weapons of mass destructioni,  Ng_c!ee1 !9 ggnethi lg thAllneny L,.. ."

peop |ehavebecomeaf ra ido f , [o r themh. |g lear i sabadword . .

lNuclear Powe{. Po_wef !9 q bad Wqfd tq_o, i!hq_r1jrt!.gg qp F_'eg?!yg lhqqghlqj \ -..::.'.

vour mindsl, thrqqgh q999-cr-q.tiq-aq eqgh e-s lpowqr gQryqptg, qlqqlqte pQwg-t

corrupts absolutely'.

Altemative energy sources have much better names, renewable energy - a

fantastic phrase - renewable sounds positive and energy is good, we all like

having energy. Clean Coal sounds quite good, I think the best the phrase of

all is Wind Farm, what a lovely notion: the idea of farming the wind. lt's a

beautiful concept, but of course even this is now starting to attract negative :

connotations.

so for many fruclear f-oqe-q Qefqre !t starts. so c_q| yvg]e-uqkdt_tre_lmqgg 9! ...,:.'.'..

nuclear pnergyp

Well, you might imagine that we could rebrand it, find a new name, can you

imagine how we'd be pilloried if we tried to rebrand it. I remember in the early
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so new [eneration bqlld-projectg q!'o.u!q tbg WQflq, O-vef ?97e gf lhe UK]ql ,,.::.."'-

efectricity is provided by nuclear and nearly 40% in Scotland.

lNuclear has huge environmental benefits - fact!fis vqly gqgq q-!y!fqlmen!A!1il. - -;::"'-

The carbon saved in OECD's nations by hrsingltggleaf gngfgy [n,steAd qf tqggjl ..' 
'

fuels [n qny q.,:,e yq.q-r-jg ?Ior]-Lrq .1.,2qq.rfrjlli-on tqq099. th?t'9 -rlto-[9 qq.r.bg.r:r lhef .

will be saved in the OECD under the Kyoto protocol. CIoser to home in the

UK alone, the carbon emissions avoided by nuclear are equivalent to taking

around ten million cars off the road [nd x ptanes out of the air i- ft -rffe-Kg g ? -.."

very effective fuveapon in the war on global warming fellqqlig qq-r-'!1Fqtjo-! to-

avoiding global warming I

lNuclear is a reliable energy source - fact! hnglhgf..Kgy ggntflQlttlgn q{ nUglg-g! .-'"

is that is contributes to the reliability of our energy supplies. lt provides

reliable baseload electricity. Clearly, a lot of renewable energies do not,l__

Renewables are not - they tend to be dependent upon the weather; indeed on

average they only produce on full powe r for 25o/o of the time. I

put my biggest concern in relation to reliability of energy supplies is the fact

that {fD_espLte _t_blq qur.':'qq!gqr p_qwgr qleli_onq ?_r9 bgilg _clqqgdt Pt ?92_? V.9_____,.:.;..-

will be lreducedllp-ofrly qng nggl-g.et pgryg-r: 9t?.!iott !t lhe U-K !t q99nq

inevitable that the nuclear baseload capacity is going to be replaced by

additional gas capacity. The vast majority of that gas will be imported for the

firsttime in a long time. Wewere a net importerof gas in2004 and by 2020,

80% of our gas will be imported. lnignt now it's sourced fuoq plqgg9 gqq_b ?g ,.."'
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I it Sometimes I think that we need to remind Government, to paraphrase Bill

Clintoni

Well what about the big challenges for nuclear? There are two that everybody

cites. The first is the issue of nuclear waste. The New Generation of designs

produce less waste - indeed if we replaced all our existing reactors with the

new generation btate of the ad reactors fthgy wqq.fd q_n!y edd AbqU! _1Q% tg_!_l.re_ ,.

legacy of waste.

Generally, nuclear waste is produced in very small quantities. lf we compare

the wastes that each one of us produces: pach one of us individually

produces Lerqq-4d Q00-tp-l-r-req gf .dq!]]eqliqiireqtdtbraq-g.h9qlbqr ljVeqt EAqh -;t...',

one of use producesl aroqld qqq !q_l_'_'_'eq 9,f qefbqft gn!99i9.!9 thtqVg_f'_olrlhgf

livesl. And ifr t-ern9 9{ $tg.fe-.?.r !v.q9!9, it elLthe elecjdqityhre-qqg !hloq-ghor,'!

our live! W9.r9 plgdqq-eC -by -['qq!gql the.l.' !he:!ote! we9t9 p.tqdqqgd Wqrld q!]!y -

be about 8 litres, that wouldn't even fill a small waste paper bin.

i/Vaste management is an issuellEyefypqdy._say_q !he! yqq heygt!:! Atywhg1e__tg -..

put this waste - well that's not true, nearly all of that waste,h-bqql 992" gl

fructear waste is low level waste for which [hefe !q elfgqdy a Lqlg lefry]

disposal facility at Drigg in Cumbria. lFor [he f".'lq!f!ng ?QZg bgffe_f'tjylheg nq __.:..'...

long term disposal route - plthough Govemment scientists are working on a

solutions to store that waste. I

lrintanO and Sweden are hnq_Kng bgllgf p_rqgf999_t_l'?f rtg, [_b_efg tq Widg

recognition of the benefits that nuclear delivers and they are in the process of
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A lreat benefit of nuc_lea1 iq tha! nuqlgqf 9q9t9 A:g y_e.ry j.!99frq!!t_ve tq r.qw

material costs. The fuel price only amounts to about 10% of the total cost.

Nuclear is of course capital intensive: the new generation of reactor would

cost at least a fbillion each. Nuclear must be seen as a !ood] Lq-r:rs tgr:{!

investment; nuclear is a good steady reliable earner over the 60 year life of a

new reactor. However, despite the cost of nuctear electricity being

competitive, the large capital cost is a major frurdl{to_iqf eygfgg i1_vggto_r_s.

Financing is the issue : not cost. [o attract investment we need to took at two

thinssl Flrqtlv, .f'qq!ge!'mqq! !e qeen tq be deli-verr-r.'.s tq time e-ld coq!; pqq \ ."

experiences (particularty in the UK) have not been good but : fuut other

countries like South Korea and China can do it and we have the potential to

do i{ ftoo rqeqlgrq elq !e-w hsing delivered qr-l ILue e-['d o! bvqsgtresuF-r:ly it] ,..."'
the Far East - confidence should grow. Feqgndly,_the 111Af!1etfnq-stbtgyr.E_g_ _.:...'..

an environment where long term (carbon free) investment can flourish. ffnis

means Govt mus{ enable lqng lery cor.rt_rqqtq !q bg prl! !n plqqe !q pfqyide

confidence on future revenues: a level playing field with other low carbon

technologies would !e more than enough to F_nqqq,rqge__!-qq!gql jnygqtfqnt,

There should be no need for smoke and mirrors on nuclear economics. Unlike
another advert I recall seeing early this year, it was a splash headline for
Valentine's day "Bargain Breaks - Visit Paris for three days for fgg". In the
small print at the bottom it said "excludes 11-18 Februar/'. And I certainly
don't want to see the headline "Red tape holds up Nuclear Power Station' | ..

$o overall, on balance, I believe nuclear power should be seen as making a
positive contribution to our energy mix. I'd love to see new nuclear build lnd
d,on't want to see the headline 'Red Tape holds up Nuclear Power Station'.

L  , _ _  - _ _ _ _

Many countries are becoming pro nuclear again: even the US...George Bush
!s very posit ive...Laura Bush mentioned the N word the otherdayata Wnite
House Correspondents' Association dinner. The president traditionally
defivers the punchlines, but this year, Laura Bush "interrupted" her husband to
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